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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Amendment filed on 1 2/1 3/2007 has been considered and is effective to 
overcome Grilli et al reference. Therefore the rejection of claims 1-1 1 communicated via 
previous office action of 6/1 1/2007 has been withdrawn. However a new ground(s) of 
rejection has been made in this office action in view of Grilli et al and a newly found 
reference Raith. Rejection follows. 

2. Claims 1-1 1 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 -1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grilli et al [US Pat: 6,438,117] in view of Raith [US Pat: 6,073,005]. 
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5. Regarding claims I, 8,10, Grilli et al in the invention of "Base Station 
Synchronization for Handover in a Hybrid GSM/CDMA Network" disclosed a method 
(Figs 4A-4C) for allocating radio resources for the establishment of an outgoing call 
originating from a mobile terminal (MS, item 40 of Fig 4B) of a first system for radio 
communications (CDMA BSS, item 32 of Fig 4B) with mobiles having a given radio 
interface and mobile terminal initiates communication over the air interface (in an 
overlapping CDMA and GSM systems, col 13, lines 44-55, Figs 2A, 8,14) via a base 
station of a second system (GSM BSS, item 30 of Fig 4B) for radio communications 
with mobiles said second system (GSM/TDMA) being distinct from said first system 
(CDMA, col 16, lines 61-67, col 17, lines 1-15), and said first and second systems 
comprising respective terminals and base stations and having respective radio interface 
which are mutually incompatible (col 22, lines 5-36) , wherein the base station carries 
out the steps of (col 3, lines 61-67, col 4, lines 1-61): a) monitoring signals transmitted 
by the mobile station in the first system (col 22, lines 37-67); and b) in case of 
detection, by the base station, of a given pattern (preamble) transmitted by the mobile 
terminal, allocating a traffic channel emulating the radio interface of the first system, for 
communication with the mobile terminal (col 23, lines 1-31), but fails to disclose 
monitoring mutual help channel of the first system by a base station of the second 
system. However, Raith in the invention of "Systems and Methods for Identifying 
Emergency Calls in Radio Communication Systems" disclosed a system and a method 
for monitoring emergency calls by an adjunct cell system (item 550 of Fig 5) initiated by 
a mobile terminal (item 530 of Fig 5) over an access channel within another cell 
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serviced by a different base station (item 510 of Fig 5) (col 5 lines 62-67, col 6, lines 
1-63, lines Figs 2, 5). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the method of monitoring emergency calls by an 
adjunct cell system initiated by a mobile terminal over an access channel within another 
cell serviced by a different base station as taught by Raith in the system of Grilli et al to 
monitor mutual help channel of the first system by a base station of the second system. 
One is motivated in order to provide a fail safe emergency call monitoring capability in 
distinct radio systems when a mobile user initiates an emergency call in a second radio 
system which is distinct from the first radio system of the mobile user (Raith, col 1, 
lines 54-65, col 2, lines 31-65). 

Regarding claims 2,9,1 1 , Grilli et al disclosed that the given pattern (signals with 
preamble) is transmitted periodically by the mobile terminal over the air interface with a 
first periodicity, (col 22, lines 37-45) and wherein step a) comprises: monitoring signals 
during given periodic timeslots; measuring the power level at the frequency of the signal 
during said given periodic timeslots (col 23, lines 48-65); if this power level is greater 
than a given threshold (best of the average power levels), assigning a control logical 
channel dedicated to searching for the given pattern on the said mutual help channel 
(col 17, lines 58-65), the timeslots of said control logical channel having a second 
periodicity which is not proportional to said first periodicity (col 18, lines 43-56); and 
monitoring the signal during the timeslots of said control logical channel, while taking 
into account the characteristics (predetermined criteria) of the radio interface of the 
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first system (col 18 lines 16-42, col 22, lines 46-62, col 27, lines 27-67) but fails to 
disclose monitoring mutual help channel of the first system. However, Raith disclosed a 
method for monitoring emergency calls by initiated by a mobile terminal (item 530 of 
Fig 5) over an access channel during given periodic timeslots (item 510 of Fig 5) (col 5 
lines 62-67, col 6, lines 1-63, lines Figs 2, 5). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the method of monitoring emergency calls initiated 
by a mobile terminal over an access channel during periodic timeslots as taught by 
Raith in the system of Grilli et al to monitor mutual help channel in the first radio system. 
One is motivated in order to provide a fail safe emergency call monitoring capability in 
distinct radio systems when a mobile user initiates an emergency call (Raith, col 1, 
lines 54-65, col 2, lines 31-65). 

Regarding claim 3, Grilli et al disclosed that said given periodic timeslots consist 
of at least some of the timeslots of a broadcasting logical channel set up on a downlink 
control physical channel specific to the base station (col 3, lines 33-52). 

Regarding claim 4, Grilli et al disclosed that the mobile terminals of the second 
system are silent (idle) during said given periodic timeslots (col 3, lines 1-32). 

Regarding claims 5, Grilli et al disclosed that the given pattern is a 
synchronization sequence inserted periodically into the frame of a traffic physical 
channel of the first system (col 2, lines 31-40, col 3, lines 17-32). 
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Regarding claims 6-7, Grilli et al disclosed that the allocation of the traffic 
channel is automatic (soft handover, col 18, lines 3-11, col 21, lines 1-15) and the 
allocation of the traffic channel is controlled by an operator (col 22, lines 5-11). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's argument, see remarks filed on 12/13/2007 with respect to rejection 
of claims 1-1 1 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. Examiner thanks the applicant(s) for further clarifying the mutual help channel 
interface between incompatible radio systems as recited in claims. Therefore, a new 
search was performed and a new reference has been used in claim rejections made in 
this office action. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to the attention to Venkatesh Haliyur whose phone number is 571-272-8616. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00AM to 5:00 PM. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached @ (571)-272-7884. Any inquiry of a general 
nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
group receptionist whose telephone number is (571 )-272-2600 or fax to 571 -273-8300. 
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8. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97(toll-free). 

A/enkatesh Haliyur/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2619 

/Edan Orgad/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



